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Decenber (4, 1497

TO: Lesler Snww, Steve Yasger, Judy Xelly, CALFED Program Manageras

FROM: Mary Sclkirk WM"

SUBIROT:  Hignitfinant Tamums Raised at the BDAC Meeting, Decembar 12,
1997

The following is a brief summary of the significant policy issues and
information requests raised by BDAC members at their meeting on December
12th. This summary reflecta comments raised only in the plenary session.
Noteg from the threae aftarncon break-ocut sessions are being transoribed.
These camienta were made in the course of discussions on the proposed
ERPP refinement process and on the IDT ranking of distinguishing
characteristics across the three drart alternatives.,

Information Regquested for the January BDAC XMeeting:

1. How CALFED is assessing projected drinking water standards in
modoling tho poxformance of the three alternatives.

2. Floragw: advantagas/disadvantages of each scenaric, effects on the
Bay, effects on north and south Dalta

3. Dimcussicon of trade-offs betwean water supply reliability snd
fisheries improvaments

4. Discusaion of export water quality versus fisheries improvements

5. Quantification of bar charts and paiagrnph provided on staff's view
of their significance

6. xplicirt abjeerives of the ERPP: thu diali vvuceplual model,
ineluding specific cutflow/temperature/timing objectives for sach fiash
speCley :

7. Purther discussion of demand managamant program componsnt.

WWM

CORRWLLN:
-~Conceptual model and gquantified goals have to be in the programwmatic
EIR

-A gat of implementation principles should specify exactly where water
will come from and for what use

==Need to clarify what will be in the proposed Executive Surmary
docunment ard what will be contained in the proposed Strategic FPlan

~~EREFP tean should luvliude a watershed scientist, a resourcc coopomist,
and an environmental planner
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BDAC Meeting Significant Issues, p. 2

-~CALFED needs to develop a strategic plan now, and the cpen technical
process dezcribed needs to be initiated early on

#pblic Comment:

~=211 tisre of scientific review and public inputr proposed should begln
slumullanwuusly -

~~CALFED ahould defina a rigerous roview process for all other
components 2f the program, to provide a better underatanding of how the
CALFED swviulicn will addrwss thess components

Tnfarmation Reguasted:
—-Explanation of eguctly whare the flows will come from

--"Water balance sheet” needs to be prepsared: how much raestoration will
be accomplished for how much water

--Comparison of current outflow versus proposed CALFED outflows; what
are the “wster costa™ of the ERPP

--What type o conversion of ag lands, how much, and for what typw of
habltat

ts o -

general Comments:

-=It is absolutely clear that the most benafit comes from atorage not
from convoyanae system (BDAC Co-chalr)

~=It domen’'t make sensem a thig point to rank thease alternativen. We need
to welight the differencea first,

Nater Quality:

Commeants:

-~Difficult to assess conmseguences of averaging water quality effects
Informatiovn Requested:

--More brenkdown by yaar type and between usara (5WP, CVPE)

--ExXplanation ot how the bars change in critical years

Delta rlow Clrculstion FPatteras:s

Comments:

—Retsully pay vhange if longer set of years uscd for analysig, over and
above ‘76- 9l

==Objection to characterization of Alternative 3 as “"cloasest to natural
conditiona®

Staff responae: Thig analysir focuses on direction of flowa, not
magnitude ‘

information Reoguestad:
~-CALFED needs to look closely at how significant this cheracteristic

really is, ®.3. tidal effects are more significant than San Joaquin
revarse f£lows. )
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--Narrow the analysis of effcata of flow circulation by individual fish
gpeclas .

-=(AH) Prupose « alternative configuration of Alternative 2 before
vumparing t.o Alternative 3-- plaage analyzs my mexuo
gtaf! directsd by BDAC Co-chair to do analysims

Analysi= mn* flow eclirculation in oritioal years a8 wall as averaging

—~MoAeling of Alternative 1 with redustion of diversions and morxe
natural flow
Staff responser This analysip is in provess

Diversion Effects
information HKeguasted:
-~Clarificaticn of how the wore prutectzv- gtandards are asaumgd

Water &Supply Oppocrtunitios
Intorantion Reguestad:
~-Zhow inle astion botween the graphs

—--8Lhuw how tolal storage affects total outflow

Operational Fleaxihility
Comment:
—-Realist caliyv. what is the state of the art of real~tiwe monitering?

ffost
Coxments;
~—Congern aboit absence of dollar ranges shown

--Water users won't pay the full dollar cost

~«CALFEL “annot rwly on "rea-adjustcing” in the futura if & staged project
i# proposed.

ApBustdnces

Conmeantsi

~—Thc whazt 13 misleading hecausa the more flexible a mystem is, the
more leokely it can priovide waysR to meet solution principlea and to
provide asanrances, Maybe the chart should be re-laveled "famar of Lhe
unknawn” . Maybe it ghould be eliminated,

——CALFED zorisct in characterizing that rlexibililLy awings both ways
{operational at vne end, assurance &t othur)

~-Host of the stata doesn’'t care sbout levees, so it is imperacive that
the common pocl be retalned.

~-How abucut it we climinete thin graph?

—=lf We Jou't protect the levees, we Inme a dual syatem. If we can't

. meet Lle solution principles, assnrances are meaningless.

—-adopursueas in Alternative 3 would have to replace the poiitical
ampuranes n{ the gummeon poel.
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